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It is the aim of the Association for International Con- 
ciliation to awaken interest and to seek coéperation in 
the movement to promote international good will. This 
movement depends for its ultimate success upon in- 
creased international understanding, appreciation, and 
sympathy. To this end, documents are printed and 
widely circulated, giving information as to the progress 
of the movement and as to matters connected therewith, 
in order that individual citizens, the newspaper press, 
and organizations of various kinds may have accurate 
information on these subjects readily available. 

The Association endeavors to avoid, as far as pos- 
sible, contentious questions, and in particular questions 
relating to the domestic policy of any given nation. 
Attention is to be fixed rather upon those underlying 
principles of international law, international conduct, 
and international organization, which must be agreed 
upon and enforced by all nations if peaceful civiliza- 
tion is to continue and to be advanced. A list of pub- 
lications will be found on pages 30 and 31. 
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THE AWAKENING OF THE GERMAN PEOPLE! 


Before the beginning of the present war, little ac- 
count had been taken of the formidable réle which 
suggestion may play in the life of nations, a part more 
powerful even than in the life of individuals. Until 
then, only a few writers had discussed mass sugges- 
tion.2 At that time the systematic propaganda which 
had been carried on for many years in Germany by 
the war party, and which was designed to influence 
the German people by means of certain formulas, had 
not been noticed, at least not by the public at large. 
In my book on German Chauvinism, published in 
1913, I tried to present documentary evidence of this 
systematic activity on the part of the forces in Ger- 
many making for war. I placed in the category of 
‘Chauvinists’ not merely the militarists who desired 
war for war’s sake, but also the Pangermanist poli- 
ticians and the imperialists, who, for political or other 
reasons, were pleased to represent war as desirable and 
inevitable. I showed what formulas were made use 
of in these circles to make the German people, who 
are by nature really peace-loving, ‘ripe’ for war. The 

1 A translation of Part I of Das Erwachen des deutschen Volkes und 


die Rolle der Schweiz (Art. Institut Orell Fiissli in Ziirich, 1917), by Dr. 
Otfried Nippold, an eminent Swiss authority on international law. 


? Among the works published before the war, I will mention only 
the following: Le Bon, Psychologie des Foules; Christensen, Politik 
und Massenmoral; Adolf Friedlander, Die Bedeutung der Suggestion 
im Vélkerleben, a lecture given in 1913 at Nuremberg, at the congress 
of the Union for International Conciliation. Works published during 
the war: Robert Gaupp, Wahn und Irrtum im Leben der Vélker; 
Nicolai, Die Biologie des Krieges. 
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slogan of ‘encirclement’ had been used from the be- 
ginning, as well as such expressions as ‘the desire 
of the French for revenge’, ‘the jealousy of the Eng- 
lish’, and the pretended danger of ‘Panslavism’, 
All these formulas had served the purpose of per- 
suading the German people that war was inevitable. 

The promoters of war did not rest there. During 
the last years before the war they invented the theory 
of preventive war, and they made open propaganda 
in favor of a war of offense. To the strategic argu- 
ment, deduced from the necessity for choosing the 
most favorable moment for commencing the war, they 
added the political argument, which justified aggres- 
sion on the grounds of the expediency of an ‘active’ 
policy, and of Germany’s need for expansion. It was 
by such means that these agitators actually succeeded 
in upholding a war of aggression without having to 
fear the indignant protests of German public opinion. 
More than that, their agitation in favor of these views 
was greeted with universal approval by the mob and 
more especially by the press. 

Unfortunately the German people were not con- 
scious of the moral danger which was threatening 
them. The number of victims of this evil influence in- 
creased steadily. In my book, German Chauvinism, I 
was constrained to state that by 1913 the Pangerman 
formulas had found credence in the widest circles. Not 
that the number of conscious propagandists for im- 
perialism, properly speaking, had increased; before 
the war they never constituted more than a small 
minority, even among the Germans with Panger- 
manist tendencies. But the diffusion of the war 
formulas had blinded and demoralized the German 
people to the point where they began to hope for the 
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catastrophe. “If the war is inevitable,” they said, “let 
the bomb burst at once.” The war propaganda, con- 
tinued for several years, had indeed made the German 
people ‘ripe’ for war, so much so that even peace- 
loving people actually longed for the war, though still 
dreading it. Only a relatively small part of the popu- 
lation, composed of eminent intellectuals, democrats of 
the middle class, and socialists, had succeeded in pre- 
serving their immunity and in resisting the sugges- 
tions of the war party. 

Such was the situation in the first months of the 
year 1914. I will not recall here the symptoms which, 
many months beforehand, gave warning of the im- 
pending catastrophe to every attentive observer. 
This would furnish material for an interesting chap- 
ter, which I shall perhaps have occasion to write 
some other time. The machinations of the war party 
had excited the sensibility and nervousness of the 
German people to a state of paroxysm. The war party 
felt that it was approaching its goal. In an article in 
the review, Marz, for July 18, 1914, I felt called upon 
to address a last warning to the German government: ® 
“How can they hope in government circles that at the 
decisive hour they will be able to cope with the evil, 
if they let it become steadily aggravated without 
taking any of the measures necessary to check it? 
Today the danger is not yet immediate, but it may 
become so tomorrow.” A few days later the decisive 
hour had struck. Not only was the German govern- 


+ Before publishing this article, entitled “Desire for War in Germany,” 
I had tried several times to warn German public opinion. Note par- 
ticularly in the Deutsche Revue an article of June, 1913, “Where is the 
Danger to the Peace of Europe? and an article of January, 1914, 
“Political Dilettantism in Europe. 
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ment powerless to check the disease, but it surren- 
dered to it. 

Nevertheless they did not dare to tell the German 
people the truth, no matter how well prepared it 
might be to hear it. The people might have lacked 
enthusiasm when the time came to go to war. So 
a new formula was added to those which had been 
used to influence the masses: ‘criminal aggression’ 
(ruchloser Uberfall) or, in other words, ‘the defensive 
war which has been forced upon us’. In the eyes of 
an impartial observer the invention of this formula 
was not very ingenious: the political situation in 
Europe being what it was, it could be accepted only 
by people ignorant of politics. But the German 
people had really been brought to such a pass that it 
believed everything blindly. The Germans, then, 
accepted the fable of ‘criminal aggression’; they ac- 
cepted it as gospel truth, and to the last man. Before 
the outbreak of the war a part of the population had 
not yet come under the spell of the slogans, but now 
all that was suddenly changed. Even the socialist 
party succumbed to this newest slogan. That last 
barrier swept aside, militarism and Pangermanism 
submerged all Germany, people and government alike. 

Militarism now ruled supreme, and with it nation- 
alism, in which imperialist tendencies manifested 
themselves more openly. The Post, a conservative 
Berlin paper, was quite right when it said on Septem- 
ber 19, 1916, with reference to my controversy with 
von Sybel in the Neue Ziiricher Zeitung, that imperial- 
istic aspirations in Germany had been, before the war, 
the doctrine of a very narrow circle, and that this 
doctrine had on occasion been officially disavowed. 
“Imperialism,” continues the Post, “can have expansive 


[6] 


nan 


<ed 


139 


force only when it has penetrated into the great mass 
of the people and becomes firmly established there: 
each individual must have become so accustomed to 
imperialistic ideas that he will no longer be conscious 
of the imperialistic trend of his actions. Now it is only 
during the war that Germany has become favor- 
able soil where the imperialist idea could take root and 
bear fruit.” That is indeed true. With the outbreak 
of the war the whole German people succumbed to the 
suggestions of the war party. 

Since that time the German people have been sleep- 
ing and dreaming a beautiful dream. They dream of 
victories and of glory, of the respect with which Ger- 
man heroism and German devotion have inspired the 
whole world, of the privileged position which Germany 
will have among the nations, and of peace. They 
dream and do not, cannot, see the cruel reality. For 
their masters take pains to prevent an awakening. 
Every day the papers announce fresh victories. Con- 
sequently, the peace of the future will be a victorious 
peace, the sacrifices will not have been endured in vain. 
Infinite precautions are taken to keep the truth from 
the German people in order that they may not awake. 
The frontier is closed to all information that might dis- 
turb the beautiful dream. And in Germany itself 
nothing is published which could deprive the people of 
their illusion. Thus it is that the nation as a whole 
does not yet know by what means it was driven into 
this conflict. All that took place before the war it has 
forgotten. The German people are not to blame for 
this war. They did not desire it, they did not provoke 
it, they have done nothing but defend themselves and 
struggle for their existence as a nation. They are not 
to blame for the outbreak of the war, neither are they 
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responsible for its continuation. They have been 
victorious and are ready to make peace. What more 
does anyone want? That there are people who at- 
tribute to Germany the blame for the war and the re- 
sponsibility for its continuation, that is what they 
cannot understand. Only the enemies of the German 
people could do such a thing. The enemies—they 
are the wicked English and French, Russians, Japa- 
nese, and Americans, and unfortunately, many neu- 
trals. In truth, the whole world seems to be con- 
spiring against Germany! She is surrounded by 
enemies. They are everywhere, except in Germany 
itself, where they continue to take pains to prevent the 
people from awakening. 

When this awakening does come, what will it show 
the German people? How will the stern reality appear 
when the dream has come to an end? That is a bitter 
thought. Every dream has an end, every sleep its 
awakening, when at last things appear as they are. 
Then the German people will see that the rest of the 
world has a different opinion about the causes and the 
responsibilities of this war than is represented in 
German official circles. It will discover that the Ger- 
man armies have often been victorious, but not always; 
that the other side has had its victories too; that there 
was a battle of the Marne, the outcome of which de- 
stroyed the German plan of campaign; and that one 
may indeed dream of a German victory, but that one 
will never see it. They will recognize that, even if Ger- 
many is perhaps invincible, she nevertheless must 
renounce all hope of conquest: an unpleasant dis- 
covery for an aggressor, and bound to destroy all 
dreams of victory. And what will be left of those 
other dreams of glory, of prestige, and of honor? Has 


[8] 


RQ = -_ 


—- 


ofr 0 OQ sR ow ft ODO KF of oF 


oa aes oO 0©oO 0O 8 Of DD ® er 


tl 


ir 


—_—-_ = = 


sy 


14! 


the German conduct of the war increased the prestige 
of the German name? Have not rather the methods of 
frightfulness, employed in order to gain some slight 
temporary advantage, tarnished the German name for 
centuries to come? Has not the German General Staff, 
in agreement with the government, violated the neu- 
trality of Belgium, and on many another occasion 
trodden under foot the rights of nations? Has not 
German science declared itself in accord with all these 
exploits, and thereby deprived itself of the prestige 
which it enjoyed throughout the world? And has not 
the German press done its utmost to keep alive the 
fires of hatred? I speak, of course, of the hatred directed 
against other nations, innocent of all these things, not 
of hatred for the real enemy who dwells in Germany, in 
the very heart of the German people.* 

The German people will find themselves, then, at 
the hour of their awakening, facing a world of enemies, 
and they will have to recognize that instead of honor 
and glory they have reaped a harvest of hatred and 
contempt for years to come. Yes, the thought of the 
awakening of the German people is a terribly bitter 
one! One cannot help but be profoundly moved, when 
one thinks of these industrious and capable people and 
of their enormous sacrifices in blood and treasure, and 
then imagines their awakening from this dream. No 
wonder that those responsible for the catastrophe, re- 
alizing that their plan has failed and that a German 

4One must agree with what Professor Férster writes in the Neue 
Ziiricher Zeitung, No. 944: “May the German people soon understand 
that the worst enemies of a really lasting peace are found in their 
own midst.” I have already written to the same effect in an article 
in Wissen und Leben, of August 15, 1916. The real enemies of Ger- 


many are not the French and the English, but the men who have 
brought the soul of Germany to the condition in which it is today. 
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victory is no longer to be expected, fear this awakening 
and try to postpone the day of reckoning. To post- 
pone it, for they will not be able wholly to prevent it. 
But to postpone it is possible—and then: “A pres nous le 
déluge! What must be, must be. Let us take refuge 
in fatalism.” 

But is this policy of temporization still practicable? 
Have not a part at least of the German people already 
realized the true state of affairs? Signs are not lacking 
that the truth is beginning to dawn upon the popula- 
tion of Germany. The attitude of the Labor Union, 
a socialistic organization, shows that in the world of 
labor they are beginning to recognize cause and effect. 
Among the German intellectuals, too, voices are be- 
ginning to be heard, which seem to point to a gradual 
awakening in these circles also. Moreover, there area 
small number of Germans—and I do not hesitate to 
say that they represent the true élite of Germany— 
who from the very beginning have resisted the ma- 
chinations of the war party, who have held aloof from 
the passions of the crowd, who have recognized the 
truth and have seen the sad condition of their people, 
and whose hearts have trembled in anguish at the 
thought of their awakening. All honor to these Ger- 
mans! They represent whatever hope there is for the 
future of the German people, whom surely no one 
would hate if they would recognize their guilt and be 
converted to reason. Here in Switzerland we have had 
the good fortune to listen to some of these German 
voices. The articles of Prince Alexander zu Hohenlohe 
and of Professor Forster in the Neue Ziiricher Zeitung 
show that in spite of the influence of mass suggestion, 
there still are clear-sighted, upright Germans who 
recognize the truth and have the courage to speak it. 

[10] 
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Thus signs of a gradual awakening are not lacking. 
A rebirth of the German soul, a transformation of the 
German mentality are foreshadowed. Nevertheless it 
would be a mistake to attribute for the present great 
significance to these portents. I have pointed out the 
danger of such exaggeration in No. 1161 of the Neue 
Ziiricher Zeitung. It is only a very small fraction of the 
German people whose eyes have been opened; the 
great majority are still fast asleep. To be sure, a great 
number of Germans desire a new orientation, a demo- 
cratization of Germany; I shall return to that point 
presently. But the truth, the fact that the German 
people have been and still are being led astray, they 
have not yet recognized. How can they, since the 
truth is not allowed to penetrate to them? All that 
one can say at present is that truth is on the march and 
the dread hour of awakening is approaching, but it has 
not yet struck. 

Besides these symptoms of an approaching awaken- 
ing of the German people which I have pointed out, 
there are a number of indirect symptoms that may 
be interpreted in the same manner. One of the most 
significant of these, to my mind, is the recent feverish 
activity of the Pangerman party. No day passes 
without their holding mass meetings. Enormous sums 
are spent in subsidizing the press in order to propagate 
the Pangerman idea throughout Germany. All this 
indicates that the Pangerman party realize the pre- 
carious nature of their domination and seek to arm 
themselves against the contingency of a popular 
awakening. 

What are the main obstacles to such an awakening? 
First and foremost, there is the regrettable, but incon- 
testable fact that the present rulers of Germany still 
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hope not only to postpone but perhaps to prevent 
altogether the awakening of the German people. They 
seem not to understand, or rather they will not under- 
stand, that at the same time they postpone and pre- 
vent peace. Such is nevertheless the case. All the 
pacific assurances of the German government avail 
nothing in the face of this fact. If one asks what is the 
real obstacle to the conclusion of peace today, only one 
answer is possible: this attitude of the German govern- 
ment and the resulting state of mind of the German 
people. It is needless to dwell further upon this state 
of mind: we have seen that the German people is 
asleep. Its awakening would bring peace, but it is 
just this awakening which the German leaders fear 
and which they seek to prevent. Let us then examine 
the attitude of the German government. 

Itis possible that Chancellor von Bethmann-Hollweg* 
did not invent the slogan of ‘shameful aggression’, but 
he was the first to use it. In any case, he was in the 
eyes of the world the representative of a government 
which had undertaken to deceive public opinion at 
home and abroad, by shifting the burden of its guilt 
upon others. The Chancellor has clung to this legend 
throughout the war; he has constantly renewed his 
efforts to deceive public opinion in Germany and also 
in neutral countries. In a series of articles signed 
‘Europzus’, published in the Neue Ziricher Zeitung, 
the anonymous author called this persistence in 
error “the moral obstacle to the conclusion of peace.” 
With irreproachable logic he showed that all talk of 
German readiness for peace is useless, as long as the 

5 These pages were written before the last crisis in Germany. 
Since my ubservations still hold good, I have left the text unaltered 
and have confined myself to making a few additions which recent 


events rendered necessary. 
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Germans persist in attributing the guilt to their 
opponents and in representing the military situation 
as if they were already the victors. As long as 
the Chancellor clings to these fictions, as long as he 
cannot make up his mind to yield to truth and to give 
up the moral struggle, just so long there will be no 
peace conferences. The obstacle to the conclusion of 
peace is found nowhere else than with the German 
Chancellor. When one considers all that is at stake— 
namely, that the war might last for years and might 
cost millions more of human lives, one would indeed 
think that such a consideration would bring a con- 
scientious government to a change of tactics. But 
that which ‘Europzus’ called ‘civil courage’ was 
lacking. They were not capable of placing the safety 
and well-being of the German people and of the rest 
of the world above the interests of a clique. 

The events of the last months have amply confirmed 
the correctness of this judgment. The German offer 
of peace, which came in December, 1916, again made 
the assertion that Germany had been attacked, and 
again sought to give the impression that Germany had 
been victorious. On that account the reply of the 
Entente characterized the German offer of peace as 
‘insincere’ and made this comment upon the assertions 
of the German government: “The enemy powers at- 
tempt to put the responsibility for the war upon the 
Allies, and they proclaim the victory of the Central 
Powers. The Allies cannot accept such a doubly in- 
correct statement, which makes any attempt at nego- 
tiations a failure.” If one puts oneself in the place of 
the Allies, this answer is by no means incomprehen- 
sible. The Entente is asked to conclude with the 
German government a ‘paper treaty’, upon which the 
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future of Europe would have to rest. But the essential 
condition of such a treaty is confidence. Now the 
German Chancellor, who would be one of the signa- 
tories of such a treaty, had not only permitted the 
violation of Belgium’s neutrality and designated the 
treaty of neutrality as ‘a scrap of paper’, but at the 
very moment when he extends the olive branch, he 
repeats the assertion that Germany was attacked. He 
assumes the mask of innocence and makes the gesture 
of a conqueror into the bargain. Is it to be wondered 
at that the allied governments had no confidence in 
von Bethmann-Hollweg and refused to negotiate 
with him? 

Truth is the foundation of all confidence. This fact 
will have to be reckoned with in the future as well as 
in the past and can be disregarded only by govern- 
ments which ignore the imponderabilia in politics and 
therefore underestimate the moral factors in national 
life, governments that respect force and nothing else. 
The first requisite for a treaty which shall insure a 
durable peace is confidence. No chancellor will be 
able to inspire this confidence in his adversaries as 
long as he clings to the official German version of the 
origin of the war,® as long as he proclaims himself the 
victor and does not make known his war aims. By such 
an attitude he will prevent not only the awakening of 
the German people, but also the conclusion of peace.’ 


® Which, by the way, contradicts the German White Book. 

7In the Neue Ziiricher Zeitung, No. 1270, R. Said-Reute remarks 
that every move of the Chancellor has had the opposite effect from 
that desired. “Instead of gaining sympathies which would prove 
much more valuable for the future than any partial military victories, 
and instead of restoring confidence in the foreign and domestic policies 
of their governments, the Central Powers, thanks to their complete 
lack of psychological understanding, have incurred the aversion of 
the whole world.” 
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This moral judgment passed upon Bethmann- 
Hollweg outside of Germany is a factor which has un- 
fortunately not been reckoned with sufficiently in 
Germany itself. Konrad Haussmann, a member of 
the Reichstag, wrote in the Berliner Tageblatt for 
December 14, 1916: “The confidence in the honesty 
of the Chancellor is a capital which has quietly accu- 
mulated, until now it is beginning to bear interest.” 
That is a capital error. In the eyes of Germany’s 
adversaries the former chancellor was the representa- 
tive of the system which they wished to combat by 
fighting Germany, and he could have inspired confi- 
dence only if he had acted with perfect frankness. 
The events have shown that this confidence was lack- 
ing not only among his adversaries but also among his 
own people. 

The reasons for the attitude of the Chancellor are 
not hard to guess. It is clear that he, as well as the 
other leading men of Germany, was well aware of the 
real situation. But for that very reason he would not 
speak openly. For if he had, he would have opened 
the eyes of the German people and awakened them 
from their slumber. The German people would then 
have learned just what their rulers wanted to prevent 
them from learning. The Chancellor did indeed want 
peace, but peace without awakening. And naturally, 
for the awakening of the German people might have 
consequences detrimental to the Chancellor and his 
government. It was just because the population had 
trusted so blindly in the formulas given out by the 
government up to this time, that the government 
feared the effect of the truth. Proofs are not lacking 
that this fear has been and still is present in the ruling 
circles of Germany. 
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I shall quote only one example here. The Panger- 
manist paper, the Berliner Neueste Nachrichten, wrote 
in an article entitled ‘Overzealous Friends’, May 25, 
1917: “There is a rumor that the Chancellor does not 
believe that the future peace will correspond to the 
expectations of a large part of the people. He is said 
to fear that the resulting disappointment, together 
with the unavoidable financial burdens, will cause a 
profound discontent. It is of the highest importance 
to protect the crown from the results of such a dis- 
satisfaction. That would be a task beyond the power 
and the authority of the ruling statesmen who would 
bear the responsibility of the future peace. Therefore 
this burden of responsibility must be shifted upon 
other shoulders. The German people will accept the 
future peace if it bears part of the responsibility 
through its chosen representatives, through the great 
parties. Therefore, without going so far as to accept 
the parliamentary system, it would be advisable to 
appoint the leaders of the great parties as secretaries 
of state and thus make them partly responsible for 
the imperial policy and for the future peace. In this 
way the political and economic reconstruction of Ger- 
many after the war could be accomplished without 
seriously compromising the crown, as would otherwise 
have to be expected.” 

It goes without saying that the Pangermanist paper 
from which I have quoted the above passage by no 
means approves the political doctrine therein ex- 
pressed: “Hindenburg promises us victory; then why 
should we bother our heads about the pessimists who 
have been active ever since the beginning of the war?” 
But that makes no difference. The above words are 
of value as showing the prevailing state of mind in 
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Germany. They show plainly that the awakening has 
already taken place at least among the leading circles 
of Germany and their immediate surroundings.* And 
with the awakening comes the distress of the ‘morning 
after’. They begin to look around for accomplices 
who shall have to take their part of the punishment 
when the evil hour comes; for they are afraid of the 
moment when the German people shall at last call its 
government to account. They can think of but one 
way of escape: democracy! Even that must be good 
for something, like pacifism. If they can only get out 
of their scrape by means of democracy, all right. 
Later, some way can be found to get rid of it again. 
Pacifism has already been tried, unfortunately without 
result. On November 9, 1916, the Chancellor an- 
nounced to an astonished world that he was ready to 
place himself at the head of a league of nations, to 
punish any disturber of the peace. Think of it! In 
the Neue Ziiricher Zeitung for November 18, 1916, I 
urged caution as to these very unexpected pacifist 
desires of the Chancellor. The events have shown 
that my skepticism was well founded. 

After the failure of pacifism they tried democracy. 
Everybody spoke of democracy; it was a case of much 
ado about nothing. Then came the Russian revolu- 
tion and inspired the leading men of Germany with a 
wholesome terror. They made a great effort, the 
result of which was the imperial Easter Message. But 
nothing came of it. One can read in the German 
papers how the government itself did all in its power 
to prevent the realization of its promises. The com- 


8 According to a letter from Professor Harnack, published in the 
Bayerischer Kurier, Bethmann-Hollweg considers those people most 
dangerous who still believe in a German victory. The very best that 
can be expected is a deferred game. 
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mittee on constitutional reforms which had been ap- 
pointed anxiously evaded every attempt at genuine 
democratic reform, and finally adjourned. The fear of 
the Russian revolution had been dissipated; they 
realized that there was no danger of a German revo- 
lution, so they sent democracy packing. 

In order to show in their true light the steps of the 
German government toward democracy, and to show 
the irony of history in this war, I must say a few words 
about the motives which, on their own confession, 
actuated the members of the war party before the war. 
I wish to emphasize particularly the fact that I do not 
refer to mere hypotheses, to information obtained 
from the press, or from the statements of a third 
person; I refer to historical facts which can be easily 
verified. For many years the government had watched 
with growing anxiety the progress of socialism. War 
was recommended as the most effective antidote. By 
means of a victorious war they hoped to restore the 
socialists to their allegiance to the Hohenzollerns and 
thus avert the ‘democratic peril’, that is, to enjoy once 
more unlimited power. Of all the motives which ac- 
tuated the war party, this was really the most impor- 
tant, although they naturally did not cry it from the 
housetops. When one recalls this fact and then reflects 
that this war has had just the opposite effect from that 
which its authors had hoped for, that democracy 
throughout the whole world has made great progress 
on account of this war and that it has forced even 
Germany to contemplate a ‘new orientation’, then one 
cannot help speaking of the ‘irony of history’. This 
case of irony is surpassed in one instance only—namely, 
by the conduct of the German socialists led by 
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Scheidemann, who humbly serve a government which 
is waging war in order to destroy them. 
Remembering these facts, of course it behooves us 
not to expect too much from the measures that are 
being discussed in Germany as I am writing. The 
German government will never voluntarily do any- 
thing in the spirit of democracy. Democratic reform 
is merely the means by which the government seeks to 
attain its ends in the present crisis. The only question 
is, whether public opinion will exert sufficient pressure 
to insure serious progress. But I doubt it.!° The 


* According to information at hand, the Crown Council is said to 
have decided not to oppose the principle of parliamentary partici- 
pation in the government of the Empire and of Prussia. In that case 
the brilliant plan of the ‘friends of the Chancellor’ would really be 
catried out. This is now confirmed by the speech of the new Chan- 
cellor, according to which those men will be given positions of re- 
sponsibility who have not only the necessary personal qualifications 
but also the full confidence of the great parties in the Reichstag. 
If there had only been in the Crown Council at least one man coura- 
geous enough to tell the Kaiser the truth! Then much might have 
been gained. But who does not remember the meeting of the War 
Council in Potsdam, in July, 1914? It would be vain to believe that 
opinion has changed much in these circles. Fear alone can cause a 
change there, never a sincere conviction. F 

10 The reader will perhaps recall Prince Biilow’s conversation with 
Althoff about the political education of the Germans, in which Althoff 
said: “As a people we excel all others in philosophy, music and lyric 
poetry. No one surpasses us in courage before the enemy. In science 
and technique, in commerce and industry we have made enormous 
progress. Since it is not possible to do and be everything at the 
same time, Your Excellency ought not to wonder that in politics we 
are fools.” I would not be so impolite as to subscribe to this judg- 
ment, although I have always had a certain liking for Althoff in spite 
of his many faults. But this much is certain, that we must not esti- 
mate too highly the political sense of the German citizen nor expect 
him to throw off easily the yoke of the militarists and the imperialists, 
and achieve political liberty. Only ‘the great awakening’ could 
change all that. Therefore it is hardly reassuring to hear the Germans 
repeat again and again that they need no outside help to bring about 
reforms. That is just the question. Without pressure from within, 
or without, or both, no change will take place in Germany. 
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excessive modesty of the Reichstag is well known. 
There is little chance of its changing. In the Zabern 
case it actually had the temerity to pass a vote of no 
confidence, but immediately made right about face 
And Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg swallowed this vote 
of no confidence without winking an eyelid; his seat as 
chancellor was not in the least shaken by it. The 
members of the Reichstag are too loyal subjects to 
inflict upon the German government anything that 
might really savor of democracy. 

I would be very glad to find that I had been mis- 
taken in my prophecy. Yet I am confirmed in my 
skepticism by a notice in the Neue Ziiricher Zeitung, 
No. 1266. It says that the Reichstag in plenary 
session is about to pass by an overwhelming majority 
a resolution affirming that the war was forced upon 
Germany, expressly stating that the German people 
wages only a defensive war and disclaiming any inten- 
tion of violence toward independent nations." This 
proves conclusively that even the members of the 

11 This peace resolution of the Reichstag has since been published. 
It is a little more cautiously expressed than appeared at first. It 
reads as follows: 

“At the threshold of the fourth year of the war, just as on August 
4, 1914, the words of the speech from the throne remain true for the 
German people: We are not impelled by desire for conquest! Ger- 
many took up arms in defense of her liberty, her independence, and 
the integrity of her territorial possessions. The Reichstag strives for 
a peace by agreement and for the permanent reconciliation of the 
nations. Forcible annexation, political, economic or financial op- 
pression are incompatible with such a peace. The Reichstag rejects 
all plans having for their object economic isolation and international 
enmity after the war. The freedom of the seas must be assured. 
Only an economic peace will prepare the way for friendly relations 
between the nations. The Reichstag will actively further the creation 
of international organizations of justice. As long as the enemy gov- 
ernments do not agree to such a peace, as long as they threaten Ger- 
many and her allies with conquest and oppression, so long will the 
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Reichstag with democratic tendencies are not yet 
awake. The purpose of this resolution appears praise- 
worthy enough—namely, to oppose the annexationists. 
But annexation is impossible without victory, and as 
long as this postulate is lacking, the fear of annexations 
is quite superfluous. These German deputies, then, 
are fighting against an illusion of which they them- 
selves are also the victims. Besides, the means that 
they employ are ineffective, for they postpone in- 
definitely the possibility of peace negotiations. It 
takes two to conclude peace; but it is clear that the 
Allies will never accept the German version of a de- 
fensive war. For them it is by no means a matter of 
indifference whether Germany wages an offensive or a 
defensive war. If Germany is merely defending her- 
self, the German government can say: “You have not 
been able to conquer us, therefore we are the victors.” 
But if she is the aggressor and cannot beat the others, 
then the German government cannot rightly claim the 
victory. The author of the pamphlet signed ‘Ger- 
manicus’ is therefore quite right in calling this the 
main point at issue. If even the ‘future democrats’ of 
Germany cling to this version, peace may yet be a 
long way off. For it must be clear to every reasonable 
person that the future destiny of Europe and of the 
German people cannot possibly be founded upon a lie. 

In fact, under the present conditions in Germany, 
real democratic reforms must not be looked for in the 
near future. Any such event would have to be pre- 
German people stand together as one man and firmly endure and 
fight until the right to live and develop is assured Germany and her 
allies. The united German people isindomitable. In this the Reichs- 
tag feels itself one with the men who in heroic battle protect the 


Fatherland. They are assured of the imperishable gratitude of the 
whole nation.” 
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ceded by a complete change of system,” and first of all 
by a change of chancellor. On this last point I can 
publish unchanged what I wrote before the minis- 
terial crisis of July, 1917: “As long as Herr von 
Bethmann-Hollweg is at the head of affairs, the 
government will confine itself to half-measures and 
will yield still further to militarism and Pangermanism, 
and these are things which are incompatible with a 
real democracy. Apparent concessions will perhaps be 
granted, since the demands of the parties in the Reichs- 
tag, the speech of Lloyd George declaring that he 
would more readily enter into peace negotiations with 
a democratic German government, and also the Aus- 
trian emperor’s desire for peace have made such con- 
cessions appear opportune. But the German govern- 
ment will not take these reforms seriously any more 
than it did the Easter Message. Serious reform can 
come in Germany only after a change of system, and 
the ruling class will agree to a change only when forced 
to do so. It is not absolutely impossible that such 
‘pressure’ is already making itself felt there. But an 
actual change of system will not come in Germany 
until the German people awakes! In the meantime, 
perhaps the most effective of all reforms would be a 
change of chancellor. A chancellor who would not 
appear burdened with the former words and deeds of 
Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg would presumably in- 
spire more confidence abroad. Now, if ever, the 
German people needs a man of strong character. 
That, Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg has never been. 
Above all, he was no statesman. Posterity will have 


12 It is unnecessary to point out that the announcement of ‘the right 
of equal suffrage’ in Prussia has nothing to do with a change of system. 
Once again, as was to be expected, the mountain has brought forth 
a mouse. 
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for him neither tears nor laurels. He will go down in 
history as a swaying reed, at a time when the German 
people needed a firm rock.* His name will be linked 
with the most disastrous chapter in German history.” 

I wrote these words just last week. Since then 
Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg has actually resigned, 
and Herr Michaelis has succeeded him. This calls for 


a commentary. 
The man who has just retired from office is that 


statesman whom history will consider responsible for 
the present catastrophe. On this account he might be 
characterized as the most pitiable of mortals. But 
pity would really be out of place in this case. Weak- 
ness is no excuse for a statesman in view of such a 
calamity. It is true that Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg 
did not belong to the war party. He personally did 


18 Theodor Wolf remarks in the Berliner Tageblatt of July 9, 1917, 
that the Chancellor could never be accused of too much energy. 
“Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg has been obliged, during the war, to 
take a decided stand against Pangerman chauvinism, but he has 
recognized the danger of this widespread epidemic far too late. He 
wanted to correct the faults of his predecessors, but after a few 
attempts at improvements he continued them. Always retreating, 
he yielded inch by inch the power which was his, until very little 
was left him. He deplored many abuses, yet persevered in them. 

. Has Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg contributed anything to 
the realization of domestic reform in Germany, except empty words? 
Promises, the fulfilment of which he postponed, high-sounding 
phrases about ‘utilizing the men of ability’, while he continued to 
conform to the most venerable traditions in the choice of his collab- 
orators . . . If Herr von Bethmann-Hollweg should leave us, it 
will be said of him that he often knew the right way but generally 
took another.” In the Berliner Tageblatt of July 13, 1917, Theodor 
Wolf demands that the successor of Bethmann must guarantee by 
his person and by his acts, that that which B. could not carry through, 
shall now be accomplished without compromise and without delay. 
“He must not be an instrument in the hands of those who still desire 
to subjugate the world and who oppose with blind hatred every 
radical change in the political system of the Empire.” 
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not want war. But from the very beginning his oppo- 
sition to the activities of the war party was so feeble— 
for instance his justification of the armament proposal 
of 1913—that he finally succumbed to them and 
thereby brought disaster upon the German people. 
And after he had once yielded to the militarists and 
the Pangermanists, and had later realized whither this 
path must lead, he showed himself so weak that the 
Pangermanists themselves became his bitterest ene- 
mies.’4 Thus this ‘leader’ of German policy finally 
became a mere weathercock, agreeing to everything 
and submitting to everything, no matter how much it 
might conflict with his personal conviction.’ His 
weakness is rendered all the more unpardonable by the 
fact that this statesman evidently did not recognize 
his own incompetence and therefore felt obliged to 
cling to his office. Finally he did not dare to express 
himself openly in any direction, and by this very lack 
of frankness he became the greatest obstacle to the 

144The Kreuzzeitung wrote with reference to his retirement: “The 
patriotic circles throughout the land will draw a breath of relief at 
the dismissal of the man who for eight years has guided the destinies 


of Prussia and of Germany with a rare amount of incompetence and 
mischance.” No one can contradict this judgment. 

15 Erich Dombrowski writes in the Berliner Tagceblatt of July 14, 
1917: “Bethmann busied himself with the study of democratic ideas, 
but his thoughts did not crystallize into deeds, only into words. He 
contented himself with small payments on account. The Easter 
Message and the promise of equal suffrage were the last attempts to 
pacify the spirits of democracy. Schmoller once called him a modern 
Fabius Cunctator. This word has become more and more true. He 
did not find the way to action, he overestimated the obstacles, and 
now he has fallen because his policy of palliation, of postponement 
and irresolution had brought him up against a blank wall. In politics 
it is not enough to have good intentions; only results count. And 
that is just where Bethmann failed the German people.” See also 
the article by Prince Alexander zu Hohenlohe in No. 1309 of the 
Neue Ziiricher Zeitung. 
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conclusion of peace. The Allies would never have 
trusted him, any more than his compatriots did: a 
fact which is surely not without interest to the multi- 
tudes who yearn for peace.'® 

Bethmann’s successor is my former colleague in 
Tokio, Dr. Michaelis. I doubt whether he is to be 
congratulated. But the question whether the German 
people is to be congratulated is more important. I 
have grave doubts of that too. The fact that Michaelis 
is conservative has already been emphasized by the 
press; that, however, is only a matter of course in a 
Prussian government official. On the other hand, he 
has always been an energetic personality and has re- 
cently given proof of his energy in the capacity of food 
dictator. But can the energy of one single man, even 
if he were a genius, suffice to save the present system 
in Germany? I doubt it, and I doubt it all the more 
in the case of Michaelis, because the environment from 
which he comes is hardly such as to enable him to solve 
the problems with which he will be confronted. He 
is not capable of saving the present system in Ger- 
many, neither is he the man to usher in the new Ger- 
many. That he has hardly any notion of foreign 
politics has already been widely commented upon. 
As far as domestic affairs is concerned, a man who 
has no idea what democracy really means and who 
has only a theoretic conception of the reforms which 
he is to introdiice is hardly qualified to guide the 

Lately, this fact seems to have been realized in Germany also, 
as is shown by the following quotation from the Germania of July 
12,1917: “The directing committee of the party, taking into account 
the opinion that prevails in the party and in other non-socialist 
circles, believes that the Chancellor is not qualified to take part in 


the peace negotiati ms, especially on account of the fact that the 
declaration of war « ccurred while he was in office.” 
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German people toward liberty. His first speech in the of 


vision, refinement of mind with democratic conviction. 

Where is this type to be found in present-day Ger- io 

many? We see in the case of Prince Alexander zu hance 

Hohenlohe how his compatriots treat representatives 

of this type. The German people is not yet capable ques 
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a Reichstag, the text of which I have just received, lea 
q ‘ proves that my doubts whether he is the right man on 
Fi to save Germany and bring peace to the world were r 
h indeed well founded. a 
i To be quite frank, I doubt whether the man who is mo 
! to establish Free Germany has yet been born. The imy 
i great misfortune of the German people is just this, that Ge 
, at this fateful period of her history it has lacked and mi 
a still does lack a leader. Where could such a man be rec 
Pe found? Among the German democrats? Would His yol 
| Excellency von Payer, the leader of the former South- tak 
, German People’s Party, be qualified for such a réle? che 
h The ambition to play the clever statesman and thus plis 
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i task as any of the bourgeois parties. The German fin’ 
f a bureaucracy is certainly incapable of producing the tak 
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i | German political parties. Ge 
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of recognizing the qualities with which its future 
leaders must be endowed—because it has not yet 
awakened. 

These are the comments called forth by the events 
of the last week.!” In addition let me emphasize once 
more that a change of person does not necessarily 
imply a change of system, which is just what the 
German people is in pressing need of. Oh, that it 
might soon awaken to real democracy! That, having 
recognized the truth, it might at last throw off the 
yoke of the military caste and of Pangermanism and 
take its destinies into its own hands! And if this 
change in the system of government is to be accom- 
plished, as it seems, without revolution, that it might 
at least be followed by a spiritual revolution; that the 
German people, awakened at last, might win a moral 
victory over itself and not shrink from a confession of 
its own guilt. Such a moral victory would carry in- 
finitely more weight than all the military victories 
taken together.'!8 That Germany might arrive at this 
important realization is the wish of all true friends of the 
German people. Many, who are estranged from the 

"This and the preceding paragraphs were, of course, written 
before the crisis in October, 1917, which resulted in the removal of 
Michaelis and established von Hertling as Chancellor. The delay 
which would necessarily be incurred in having the author bring this 
part of his paper up to date would probably offset any advantage 
which might be gained. At any rate, events since that time make it 


fairly safe to venture the opinion that Dr. Nippold would not con- 
sider his conclusions affected by this change.—EbiTor. 


% Would a German victory really have been fortunate for the 
German people? Would not that have meant complete supremacy 
for those same groups which already in 1914 had gotten the upper 
hand and which I have described above as the real enemies of the 
German people? Would not that have meant a Europe permanently 
armed to the teeth, to say nothing of the moral and other conse- 
quences? And would not this war, in the words of the German his- 
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German people today, are indeed waiting only for this 
awakening before extending once more the hand of 
friendship. 

I believe I have shown in the preceding pages how 
much depends upon this awakening, not only for the 
German people but also for the rest of the world; it 
will bring us nothing less than peace! That is why we 
neutrals also have the right to wish those obstacles 
removed which stand in the way of this awakening. 
When the peace of Europe is at stake, there ought to 
be no hesitation. The peoples have a right to demand 
the truth from their governments. If there is a road to 
peace, they have the right to demand that this road 
be taken and that all obstacles be removed. And 
therefore they have the right to demand, and we 
neutrals have the right to join in this demand: Away 
with official representations and lies which stand in 
the way of peace negotiations! 

But not only the conclusion of peace, but also that 
which is to come afterward depends upon a change in 
the present German state of mind, upon an awakening 
of the German people from the hypnotic sleep induced 
by the suggestions of the war party. It is to be hoped 
that after the war it will be possible for the nations to 
resume economic and intellectual intercourse with one 
another, and to take up once more their former rela- 
tions, that they will cease to hate each other and in- 
stead try to understand each other. In other words, 
peace must be followed by international conciliation. 
torians, have been followed by other ‘Punic wars’? It is easy to 
understand that it is very hard for a good German patriot to realize 
this. And yet they must realize it, the sooner the better. Let us 


hope that the German people will soon recognize the road to true 
happiness! 


[28] 
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But such a consummation cannot be thought of until 
the German state of mind has been completely 


being misunderstood. For before the war I was one 
of the leaders of the movement having for its object 
a better understanding between Germany on the one 
hand and France and England on the other; for years 
| had struggled against the rising tide of Panger- 
manism and chauvinism, and even formed an organi- 
zation to combat them. And in Wissen und Leben for 
August 15, 1916, I expressly stated that my friends 
and I hope to be able to continue our work after the 
war. But as things are now, the difficulties in the way 
of such an undertaking must not be underestimated. 
One must measure the depth of the chasm of hatred, of 
distrust and antipathy, before one thinks of bridging 
it. It is of no use to erect a hollow structure. Just as 
I consider a premature peace inimical to the future 


| interests of Europe, just so would I refrain from at- 


tempting to force a reconciliation between individuals 
and nations who still distrusted and hated each other, 
without first trying to understand and to remove the 
cause of this distrust and hate. And therefore I 


| repeat once more: The possibility of a durable peace 


and of a future reconciliation between the peoples 
depends upon the awakening of the German people! 
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